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Mr. McCarran, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


{To accompany H. R. 3598] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3598) for the relief of Lydia Daisy Jessie Greene, having con- 
sidered the same, reports favorably thereon without amendment and 
recommends that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


The purpose of the bill is to grant a waiver of the excluding pro- 
vision of existing law relating to the conviction of a crime involving 
moral turpitude in behalf of the wife of a United States citizen 
ex-serviceman. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 


The beneficiary of the bill is the Australian wife of an American 
citizen ex-serviceman. She was denied a visa by the American 
consul at Brisbane, Australia, because she had been convicted in 194} 
of the theft of a wrist watch. She was subsequently pardoned for 
this offense, but such pardon has no effect under our immigration 
laws. 

A letter dated September 27, 1951, to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House cf Representatives from the 
Chief of the Visa Division in connection with the case reads 
follows: 
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: DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, September 27, 1951. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Jutliciary, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr. Ce.ier: Reference is made to your letter of September 13, 
1951, and its enclosures, wherein you requested the views of this Department 
concerning the enactment of H. R. 3598, a bill for the relief of Lydia Daisy Jessie 
Greene, and to the Department’s interim reply of September 14, 1951. 

Information contained in the Department’s files indicates that on October 14, 
1947, the responsible American consular officer at Brisbane, Australia, reported 
the withholding of an immigration visa from Lydia Daisy Jessie Greene, the 
wife of an American citizen ex-serviceman, because of her conviction on July 8, 
1941, on a charge of stealing. The foregoing information further indicates that 
the Australian authorities granted Mrs. Greene a full pardon. 

\s you are aware, section 3 of the Immigration Act of February 5, 1917, as 
amended, renders excludable from admission into the United States persons who 
have been convicted of, or who admit having committed a felony or other crime 
or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude. The offense of which Mrs. Greene 
was convicted, namely, stealing, has been held to constitute an offense involving 
moral turpitude within the meaning of the moral turpitude clause of section 3 of 
the above-cited act. 

As section 2 (f) of the Immigration Act of 1924, as amended, provides that no 
immigration visa shall be issued to an immigrant who is inadmissible into the 
United States, it appears that the consular officer with whom Mrs. Greene filed 
her visa application had no choice under the law other than to refuse to issue an 
immigration visa in her case. 

Since the granting of an unconditional foreign pardon has been held insufficient 
to vitiate the grounds for excludability from admission into the United States 
under the moral turpitude provisions of section 3 of the Immigration Act of 
February 5, 1917, as amended, it was considered that the pardon granted by the 
Australian authorities to Mrs. Greene did not remove the ground for refusal 
existing in her case. 

In the circumstances, and in the light of the foregoing information, the question 
of the enactment of the proposed bill would appear to be a matter for legislative 
determination, concerning which the Department prefers not to express an opinion, 

Sincerely yours, 
H. J. L’HevrRevx, 
Chief, Visa Division 
(For the Secretary of State). 


Congressman Kenneth B. Keating, the author of the bill, submitted 
to the chairman of a subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the House of Representatives the following information in con- 
nection with the bill: 

CoNGRESS OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1982. 
Hon, Francis E. WAtLter, Tue ; 
Chairman, Subcommittee No. 1, House Judiciary Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Watrer: In compliance with letter dated October 17, 1951, from 
Chairman Celler, I have obtained in connéction with H. R. 3598, my bill for the 
relief of Lydia Daisy Jessie Greene, a copy of the court record indicating the 
exact nature of the crime committed by Mrs. Greene, as well as the sentence 
imposed. 

This court record is enciosed herewith and I should like to urge that every 
consideration be given to the early hearing by your subcommittee on H. R. 3598. 
When action is taken on the matter I should like to appear at the hearing and at 
that time present other documents which have been submitted to me in support 
of Mrs. Greene’s case. 

Very sincerely yours, 


KENNETH B. KEATING. 
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CERTIFICATE OF CONVICTION 


I, Vincent Hugh Skehan, acting clerk of petty sessions at Brisbane, in the State 
of Queensland, being the proper officer having custody of the records showing 
convictions by the stipendiary magistrate at Brisbane aforesaid hereby certify 
that on the 8th day of July 1941, one Lydia Finnemore was charged in the court 
of petty sessions, Brisbane, in the said state, before William P. Wilson, esquire, 
stipendiary magistrate, for that she, on the 3d day of April 1941, at Dalby in the 
State of Queensland stole one chrome wristlet watch valued at £2 10s. 0d. the prop- 
erty of one William Daly, and that the said Lydia Finnemore having elected to 
be dealt with summarily, pleaded guilty to the said charge, was convicted and was 
ordered to make restitution of the sum of £2 10s. Od. within 1 month in default 7 
days’ imprisonment. 

Given under my hand at Brisbane aforesaid, this 20th day of November 1951. 

[SEAL] V. H. SKERAN, 

Act ng Clerk of Petty Sessions. 


The committee, after consideration of all the facts in the case, is 
of the opinion that the bill (H. R. 3598) should be enacted. 
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